FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-C

PC-C2

PC-C1
From: Sandy Cabello [sandy@peinsulation.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2012 12:43 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: COLLEGE FARK EAST RESIDENT OF SEAL BEACH COMMENTS ON 405 FREEWAY

EXPANSION

To Whom It May Concern:

| would like to request the NO BUILD opticn as my first choice. | realize the need for more freeways, but what | can‘t
understand is the widening will stop at the Los Angeles County Line. The City of Los Angeles does not have the money
for further expansion of the freeway in the City of LA. How can the expansion help? Once the cars reach the LA
County line they will have to merge into fewer lanes creating a massive parking lot that emits exhaust particles into the
air. My main concern is the health ramifications from the all of the exhaust that will be emitted into the air that
surrounds my home and the residents. Have studies been done te see if how all of this will directly affect the local
residents? The residents of College Park East and Rossmoor have given up plenty with the numerous shops along Seal 2
Beach Blvd, How much mere are we to endure, more, and more cars for the sake of others. That's not right.

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the |-405 !mprovement Project Draft Environmental Impast Report/
Enviranmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must ba received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
0 !vlo/rday. Jung 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community College (7] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

m\fednesday. June 6, 2012 — Westminster Commurity Center I:‘ Thursday, Juns 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Center

| also would like to address the noise wall along Almond Ave. in Seal Beach (College Park East). Please, please, do not ‘Hgyne (Frstand Last): , .
remove it. If it were to be removed it would create more dirt and dust for my neighborhood and expose us further. It's 3 _5,%‘,‘,;;’%;’,‘10 [ gideran
my understanding that a new wall would be an inferior to what we currently have and shorter in height. If my 1% choice o -
were to falter , | weuld choose the Address{Optional):
. , . Fhane Number; Emall addiess: |
Build Alternative 1: Add One General Purpose Lane in Each Direction as my 2™ Choice because it would have less IP;T?’?IH-‘:}?{‘.{ L0 e oldy 'ﬁ“ v '91 tacae -
of an impact on the neighborhood than the other two Alternatives. ~ W {
I'm a long time resident of College Park East (30 Years) who reside a couple of homes off of Almond Ave. | would R g j J . ) /
y : 2 14id Fleeis fd v parnd
directly be impacted by the expansion of the 405 freeway, please sincerely consider my request. Ceommants L
' ‘ab ’
Sandra Cabelle whid F W3¢ .
{Space for comments continuad on reverse)
OCTA
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PC-C3

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Flease pravida your ¢ garding the 1-405 Imp
Envi Impact Stat, it (Craft EIRJEIS). C

Project Drafi Environmental Impact Report /
s must be wed by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

[j Monday, June 4, 2012 ~ Orange Coest Communily College [ Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditorium

[ wednesday, June 6, 2012 — Wastminster Communily Center

J

I Thursday, June 14, 2012 — Fountaia Valley Senior Center

["Name (First and Last): 7
Jo¢ Cal benord

Organization:

Address[Oplianal)

Phgne Numbe: S‘ ﬁ/‘-( ;?nﬁ | Email address:
B SS Y. 0730 | _

PC-C4

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

F‘Ica=e pruwde your comments regarding the I-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Enwvir | Impact Stat (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

[] Menday, June 4, 2012 = Orange Coast Commurity College [] Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditorium

[:l Wednesday, June 6, 2012 — Wesiminater Cemmunity Cenler DT-hursday. June 14, 2012 - Foundaln Valley Senior Center

et Lunne  Callabhan
Crganization: }
MdeS(OPIIU'IaU 5 ‘{ >, ;’ YD }\ o f '3."‘? : f_ ,{'?71}4 'y V/// i .__z
Phone Nu'np/apr, A 0/1 P I Email addrese:
[-R0S~ 439 92700

Commeants: ’;}W e e denying . The Fre “‘-U"r\j IS 1 Comments: MMMLLMA&SL__ _

|

— end flpre bFneS :

{Space for comments continued on reverse) {Space for comments continued on reverse)
J“a" A“"MW“"
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PC-C5

i

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Plezse provide your comments regarding the 1405
Envi fal Impact Stal

[] Monday, June 4, 2012 - Oranga Coast Community College

[ Wednesday, Jure 8, 2012 — Westminster Community Cantar

P Project Draft Environmental impac! Report /

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

1L {Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012

D Thursday, Jure 7, 2012 - Rush Park Audilorium

[ Thursday, Jene 14, 2012 —Foutain Valley Senior Conter

Name (Firs! and Last): s s g

Organizetion:

Address{Optional):
" [Fhone Number : Emall address:
Comments: -l .= @ LA /14.-_- e F Thad

’ + -
rhe e L O 3"; I c'/-'oc,' /’«Z‘ T i ad
e
e s n < o
(Space for comments continued on reversa)
o

oCTA

PC-C6
From: Margie Cammack [jcammack@ca.m.com]
Sent: Maonday, June 18, 2012 9:21 P
To: Parsons, 405 dedcomments
Cec: Jim Cammack
Subject: No Build Alternative

Our family has lived in southern Cypress since 1973. We are for the “No Build Alternative”. What we need is
some form of mass transit, not another freeway lane. Our daughter is going to graduate school in Atlanta.
Every time we visit, we wonder why southern California can't have something like the Marta system.

Jim and Marge Cammack

11642 Luzon Street
Cypress, CA
PC-C7
From: Colleen Campbell [cece3Tcampbeli@socal.rm.ocom]
Sent: Sunday, July 01, 2012 2.52 PM
To: Parsons, 405 dedocomments
Subject: 405 Widening

Ladies and Gentlemen: As a citizen of Westminster, 1 totally oppose your proposal to make a toll lane in the
widening plans, especially from Fountain Valley, Westminster, Garden Grove, Seal Beach, through to the
connector to the 605,

What that stretch of freeway really needs most of all are more full public access lanes, not a toll lane, or another

lane serving cars with 3 or more people in them. Please just add more full-access lanes.

Thank you, Collecn Campbell, Westminster
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PC-C8 PC-C9
From: Colleen Campbell [cfngzgc:nh}pheu@mal.mcwl 4433 Ironwood Acvenue
Sent: Sunday, July 01, 2012 3:01 ;
To: Nguyen, Janet Seal Beach, CA 90740
Subject: 405 Freeway Widening July 12,2012

Dear Supervisor Nguyen:

As a citizen of Westminster, | totally oppose the proposal to make a toll lane in the widening plans, especially

from Fountain Valley, Westminster, Garden Grove, Seal Beach, through to the connector to the 605,

1 Ms. Smita Deshpande, Branch Chief
What that stretch of freeway really needs most of all are more full public access lanes, not a toll lane, or another CalTrans District 12
lane serving cars with 3 or more people in them. Please just add more full-access lanes. 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200

Please express the concerns and total opposition to the OCTA proposal of me, my family, friends and neighbors Irvine, CA 92612

in this arca of O.C. .
Attn: 405 DEIR/DEIS Comment Period

Thank you, Colleen Camphbell, Westminster
Dear Ms. Deshpande:

Having reviewed the above mentioned DEIR/DEIS, I would like to present my comments.

The document itself is not adequate. It virtually ignores the environmental impacts to the
comununity of College Park East (CPE), Seal Beach, which is a community of over 1700 homes
on over 300 acres that runs along the northern border of the 405 Freeway, from the 22 Freeway
to Seal Beach Boulevard, Matter of fact, there are only three references to our community in the
entire document, and those were in passing: nothing of substance. Why were the environmental
impacts to CPE not discussed ov even mentioned? For this reasons alone, this document should
be deemed inadequate and should go back to study and evaluate the envirenmental impacts of
this project to us.

Almond Avenue

My first concern is with the Almond Avenue sound wall. This sound wall runs right along the
405 Freeway, the entire length of our community. Alternative one would not require relocating
this sound wall. Alternatives two and three would relocate this sound well approximately eight
to ten feet 1o the north {with a four foot planter [for utilities] and curb, dhat becomes twelve 10
fourteen feet), closer to our community, cutfing the existing roadway in half and leaving us with
a substandard street. Almond Avenue is a main arterial street for our community. To cut this
street in half is totally not acceptable, Why was this not discussed in the DEIR/DEIS? There are
questions regarding security for the homeowners: prior to the wall going up many years ago,
there was a significant problem with robberies and break-ins. What security measures will be
offered to the homeowners if the wall has to be re-built?

No parking:
Given that sixteen cul-de-sacs are accessed only by this street, it makes it extremely difficult for

the residents of those cul-de-sacs, especially on street sweeping day when street parking is not
allowed in the cul-de-sacs. Parking in driveways is often not possible due to the extremely short
driveways that cannot accommodate two cars parked side-by-side. These residents have been

March 2015 R1-PC-C-4 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
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PC-C9 Continued

Page 2 July 12,2012

parking on Almond Avenue for all residual parking, especially when it is street-sweeping day.

Cutting the width of the street in half would not allow for any parking at all, making it totally
unacceptable for those residents. Alternating street-sweeping days does not help, as street 3
parking along Almond Avenue would still be prohibited. What do these residents do? This also

creates a safety hazard for bicyclists and pedestrians.

Property Values:
Then there is the impact on property values -- many residents will o vernight lose $100,000 in

value if the street width is cut in half. Already arippling effect of this project is being felt, as the

closer you go to the freeway, the longer the homes-for-sale are on the market. In this document, 4
it states that homes closer to the freeway will have increased property values. Not here! Wy

wasn T any of this discussed or even mentioned?

Gas Lines: N
In addition, I am concerned about the possibility of relocating two separate gas lines (14" and

16”) from the south side of the 405 freeway 10 the north side through College Park East. The

EIR does not state this, but we have been told it is a strong possibility. Itis my understanding

that relocation of these gas lines may be exempt from environmental review. Why was this not in > 5
the EIR? Whart kind of construction would be required fo relocate these Iines? Would they run
along Almond Avenue or on the freeway side of the wall? Iff Almond Avenue, how much of
Almond Avenue would be torn up? For how long? How would this construction ke staged?
How do the residents access their homes? None of that is mentioned in the DEIR/DEIS.

In addition, there is a 36” or 48" gas line on the north side of Lampson Avenue (it is the main
line frem San Diego to Santa Barbara). Lampson Avenue is a major arterial street that runs the
complete north perimeter of CPE. Where Lampson turns to the scuth-east, at the end of our
tract, Lampson runs right along the side of the 405 freeway. What is the impact of having three
such lines running approximately 75 feet from each other? What would be the impact to the

larger line during construction activities of relocating the smaller lines? During some recent > 6
construction activity where a driveway was relocated on the north side of Lampson, gas
company employees were present to ohserve the excavation to be ensure the integrity of the gas
line. At the time, city employees were tcld that an incident on that line, because of its size,
would take out or level a square mile. This is highly significant! And, it needs to be discussed!
Why was it not discussed? J
SCE utilities: N
Currently, SCE has an easement for their utilities on the south side of Almond Avenue within the
landscaping planter area. It is my understanding that if the wall is moved, that these may end up
on the north side of Almond Avenue. All utilities are undergrounded in CPE. Would these also > 7
be undergrounded? They should be. What kind of construction would be required to
relocate/underground these overhead electrical lines? How long would it take 10 do this? How
would this construction be staged? How do the residents access their homes? Again, none of )
that is mentioned in the DEIR/DEIS.

cont.

PC-C9 Continued

Page 3 July 12, 2012

Project ends at the county line:

By ending this project at the county line, a huge bottleneck will be created as vehicles try to

merge down two lanes to continue north up the 405. Not enough traffic goes up the 605 freeway
to relieve this bottleneck. This giant “parking lot” will create noise and air pollution from all > 8
those idling engines, that due to prevailing on-shore winds, will push all this pollution over into
CPE creating health hazards for our residents. Why was this not discussed? In addition, this
bottleneck will ceuse vehicles to stack up west on the 22 and south on the 405 freeways, not
solving or helping ANYTHING ! Y,

Seal Beach Boulevard northbound on-ramp;

Accessing the 405 freeway northbound at Seal Beach Boulevard is not for the faint of heart --
never has been and now it will get worse. The first two lanes immediately exit at Seventh Street,
and the next two lanes start the 605 freeway. 1f you do not get over quickly, you will find '
yoursell NOT going up the 405 freeway. Besides having to merge four lanes to the lefi to geton
the freeway, you have to contend with vehicles merging to the right to exit at sither Seventh

Street or the 605, This “mixing-bowl” type of situation is not good and is particularly severe al > 9
the Seal Beach Boulevard on-ramp. (Personally, I have found the best way to access the 405
northbound, is to go north on Seal Beach Boulevard, then west on Katella to pick up the 603
south to the 405 north. A bit out of the way, but by far the safest way to miss the literal mess
that exists between Seal Beach Boulevard and the county line.) Why was none of this ever
discussed? Are any remedies available 10 alleviate this problem? J

Excess street traffic: ~N
Lampson Avenue is already a by-pass for the 405. The traffic on this street will only increase as
vehicles try to bypass the mess between Valley View Street and the county line. The traffic will
only increase on Seal Beach Boulevard also. The EIR states that a widened 405 will relicve 10
traffic on side streets. Not at this end of the project. Why was this not discussed? What kind of
mitigation is available for this situation?

Tall Lanes:

Freeways should be FREE
It seems to me that the politicians have found another way to pick our pockets! Toll lanes will
only serve the people who can afford to use them and require car pools to be at least three people
per vehicle which will cause more use of the general purpose lanes. This alone defeats the whole
purpose of this “improvement project.” This congestion management creates different classes of
drivers: these who can afford them and those who can’t. It will particularly hit those on fixed
incomes, especially the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and LA Counties.

11

Toll Rates:
The toll rates will be changing all the time, even hourly, depending on the amount of use, asa

way to control congestion (less use, decrease the rates; to crowded, inerease the rates). It seems
these rates will rely on and perpetuate congestion, as the rates will be set so that the tol] lanes 12
will flow freely. This in turn creates more congestion in the general purpose lanes. [s this an

[-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
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PC-C9 Continued

Page 4 Jaly 12, 2012

improvement? The financial reports on the 73 freeway are not good -~ because the projected

traffic did not materialize, fewer tolls are being collected than planned for, and they are having 12
problems making their bond payments. Just how pie-in-the-sky are the income profections for cont

this project? And if it doesn 't materialize, what then?

Business districts:

The points of entry and exit for these toll lanes will completely bypass the business districts of

many corridor cities, thereby cutting in the revenue of the local businesses and the sales tax 13
revenue for the cities. 1t will bypass Seal Beach. Has the financial impact on corridor

businesses and cities been determined?

Suggestions:
End the project at Valley View Strect \

If this project were to end at Valley View Street instead of the county line, a greater distance for
merging would make it so much easier. With Alternatives 2 or 3, merging down two lanes at the
county line creates one big mess. If one lane is taken away at Valley View, then merging down
one lane at the county line would not be so treacherous.

Center line movement:
If the center line were re-aligned, the Almond Avenue sound wall would ot have (0 be
> 14

relocated. There’s a significant cost savings there.

Shoulders:
If & four foot inside shoulder on the south side of the freeway is acceptable, why not on the north

side of the freeway? The sound wall would then not need to be relocated.

The use of rubberized asphalt on the 405 between Valley View Street and the LA County line

would minimize noise. This is significant for the residents in CPE,

As stated at the beginning of this letter, I believe this document to be inadequate and should be

re-done to evaluate all the impacts to College Park East, as they are very significant. 1 have also

listed what I consider to be the deficiencies in this report and ask for a response to them. Bottom 15
line: this project will still not solve or even ameliorate our massive tyaffic problems and the
projected tolls will not come to pass. What then??277?

Sincerely,

Patricia E. Campbell

College Park East Neighborhood Assoc.
Former Mayor, Councilmenber

City of Seal Beach

hs

PC-C10

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1405 Improvament Project Draft Environmental Impact Repart /
Envil tal impact (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no tater than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[ ] Menday, June 4, 2042 - Crange Coast Community College [[] Mhursday, June 7, 2012 ~ Rush Perk Audoriom

D Wednesday, June 6, 2012 — Westminster Community Center B/Thuisd&f. June 14, 2012 - Fountain Vauey Senlor Center

1

TR i
Cragnizsdinn /:.ﬁb#rjﬂ__é‘_f_’f&i—@ & - ——

l Email e:ldm&s'./_ﬁ‘:j D{(‘Gnd{f‘fﬂ/ﬁéma)ﬁi

AddressiUpticnal):

thmg”;ém;:?,fé; 2_333

Comments:_| HO5 _JMIROVEHET FROJECT [S A LONG Ov/&epUE. || ™
PERAOE NEEDED TD RE] IE/E_TRAFEIC CONGESTON. AUQ WL
| SHORTEN (RIVE TIMES EXTENOED BY THE TRAC (oI

M o)t TRAREIC ACCINENTS. T HIVE EXARIGNED JHE 1

TRAFIC_CONGESTION. MY DAYS ON MY DALY (oMHiiE
BAMD FROM WOPK T WELCOME THE -5 IMRokHaT

(Space for comments continued on reverse)
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PC-C11

Smita Deshpande, Branch Chief,

Caltrans-District 12, “Attn- 405 DEIR-DEIS Comment Period”
2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200

Irvine, CA, 92612

State Route 405 (I-405,; San Diego Freeway) between SR-73 and [-605
and Draft EIR/EIS

Subject:

I am concerned about the impacts the State Route 405 improvement project will have on our
community. I am especially concerned about Alternative 3 which will widen the San Diego
Freeway in the City of Costa Mesa and convert an existing car poo! lane to a toll Jane.

Alternative 3 would require that the Fairview/I 405 interchange be demolished and rebuilt, even
though it was just rebuilt three years ago. Residences and public parks near the I- 405 will be
adversely affected both during construction and upon completion of the project. Problems
include air pollution, noise, and degradation of the visual quality of our neighborhoods. Ramp
closures at Harbor, Fairview, and South Coast will not only inconvenience residents, but impair
access to the many businesses which contribute to our local and regional economy.

L'[C,}x s Pla wo ConShtuie a_
%{W—%VLO \éﬁ'l,ﬂ't {_,dc [,"\fu-»l GL‘N q(:)h;k)h@wv(l,
b b g NS N A 2

QL..%LL% /b} L PR Y gy & (?/ Vi ]
A

7 . #
(o 0 Ol SYond'
kj\;_,h,. i"'u}l' i { J | 51 \}j_ ;

In addition,

(%)

Please include these comments in the public/administrative record for this project and the project

EIR/E1S. Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Yours truly,

L 1) (i Lt

(Name)

2530 o 3333 Al Gardlix C o CA-

> 1

/

(Address) (City)

0

the I- 405 project.

Please keep me informed about future hearings and firture steps in the review process for

PC-C12
From: Brian Cannizzaro [BrianCannizzaro@primarycolor. com]
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2012 5:28 PM
To: Parsons, 405 dedcomments
Subject: 405 Expansion concern

To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to express my cpposition to the propesed expansion of the 485 freeway through Seal
Beach., I am adamantly opposed to any construction that would reguire the relocation of the sound
wall that runs through College Park East.

My main concern is about how dangerous the alr quality would become and the noise pollution caused
by demolition and reconstruction of the wall. Not only would we suffer from increased air
pollution and noise pollution during construction, we would alse have permanent issues from both
issues after the construction since the freeway would be closer to our home. I have 2 children who
play outside and ride their bikes often, and they would be exposed te this pocr air quality.

Also, moving this sound wall closer to our homes would significantly lower our home values.
Encroaching upen our neighborhood would also be dangercus to the countless walkers, runners and
hike riders that use almond Avenue daily as an exercise route. Movemenrt of the sound wall would
eliminate parking and reduce the width of the street, making it dangercus for pedestrians and
cyclists to share the road with cars,

Encreaching on College Park East along Almond Avenue would be extremely damaging to our residents?
econemic status, health, safety and gquality of life. Flease do not allow any construction that
would require the relocation of the Almond Avenue sound wall.

Sincerely,

Brian Cannizzaro
3541 Primrose Circle
Seal Beach, CA 28748

Brian Cannizzaro | Account Manager | PRIMARY COLOR ORANGE COUNTY
hitp/fwww.primarycolor.com | T 949 660 7080
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From: Brian and Mimi [brianandmimi@verizon.net]
Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2012 1:49 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: 405 Improvement Froject
1-405 Improvement Project
To Whom It May Concern, . .
Public Hearing
T am writing to express my opposition to the proposed expansion of the 485 freeway through
Seal Beach. I am adamantly opposed to any construction that would require the relocation of 1
the sound wall that runs through College Park East. Comment Sheet
Moving this sound wall closer to our homes would significantly lower our home values. | Please provide your comments regarding the |-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmeantal Impact Report /
Encroaching upen our neighborhocd would alsc be dangerous to the countless walkers, runners Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans ne later than July 2, 2012,
and bike riders that use Almond Avenue daily as an exercise route, Movement of the sound 2
wall would eliminate parking and reduce the width of the street, making it dangerous for Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
pedestrians and cyclists to share the reoad with cars.
B Monday, June 4, 2012 ~ Orange Coast Community College l: Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditorium
I also have concerns about dangercus air quality and nolse Follution caused by demolition and [ Wednesday, June 8, 2012 — Westminster Community Genter || Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senlor Center
reconstruction of the wall. Net only would we suffer from increased air pollution and noise
pollution during construction, we would also have permanent issues from traffic that would = et
be closer to our home. Name(Eirst and i@af): | :
3 fotiu_pnw e -
Dot -
Encroaching on College Park East along Almond Avenue would be extremely damaging to our S
residents’ economic status, health, safety and quality of life. Please do not allow any Address{Optional):
construction that would reguire the relocation of the Almond Avenue sound wall.
Phane Number : Email address:
Sincerely,
Marianne Cannizzaro
3541 Primrose Circle
Seal beach, CA 90740 ol ' -, L
Gt ts:_{=ond Y 4o AW ir 297 pevors Wt
H
(Space for comments continued on reverse)
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PC-C15 PC-C15 Translation

Comment:

- The segment of the 405 Freeway from the 73 to the 605 Freeway is the most congested one in the
1'40 5 [m p rovem ent P rOJECt country and the traffic is increasing and only worsening.
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please previde your comments ding the 1405 Imp Project Draft Environmental Impact Report
Enwir tal impact (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

['"i Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community College |:] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorivm

L'_‘_l Wednesday, June 8, 2012 - Wesiminster Commurity Center [ :,‘Thumday. June 14, 2012 ~ Fountain Vallay Senior Center

MName (First and Lasf):

dsce M. Zardgilas

Led, foeal G55

AT XA 01 S AT AN
Phene Number: ‘-7 ,f?/ -\.) ﬁf/}i)%&’b ;){__‘;—.__'\

Organization:

Address(Optional):

Comments:__/o O\ (k UTD 'JT:?(—‘??X /5,{\%'//‘ ‘{;_/f.&.‘z%( 22 A AA_A LTI ]
b0E Eals ovi e TRaNS.TRACML 2LIAS

= 1
PL TR Cp ESIK gowwr CATRA B fs0 L0
T2 & x NAD
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PC-C16 PC-C17
From: diana carey [DLCAREY2@VERIZON.NET]
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 8:38 PM
To: Parsens, 405.dedcomments
Subject: 1-405 Alternalives
I-405 Improvement Project
- . Dear Parsons;
Public Hearing "
lam in far rnative 3 under any circumstances. Bypassing most of our business districts is unacceptable and 1
Com meni S heet will have and adverse impact on sales tax revenues.
. ’ Alternative 2 is the best option given the need to reconstruct all 17 bridges. | do not feel a 30 minute travel time, in
Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Craft Environmental Impact Report / 2040, for all lanes during peak time is unreasonable, and it is certainly more democratic, 2
Enviranmantal Impact Statement (Draft SIREIS). Comments must be recelived by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012, I I
Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): Finally, all necessary steps must be taken to mitigate sound and maintain the air quality in all } 3
neighborhoods and businesses next to the freeway.
E Mondey, Juna 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community Collega ’"'{ Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditerum
L[] Wednesday, June 6, 2012 ~ Westminster Community Center [ Thursday, Jure 14, 2012 - Fountain Viadiey Senior Center TRk i for ciesigmne; dusrop o Wikl it RRear-wely. snd 2o werkingf i e 5
: mitigate construction issues.
{ Name (First and Lesf) LU \ < (C&(O! 6’._{/‘ < Diana Carey
["Grgarnization: . o -
i __LO('.{'L | 32 z:“cl.{?-'-—r_
& pUonE. oy e T » -
) 105 ] > S yCowvwial €
Phone Number: (._-Ir | 4 ) 2}_{:1: ) r‘; 2 15 J Emall address:
- -7 - ¢
Comments: I T Nt }(( ! _fi 5 LK?‘U f‘-’l’ é‘) <
] (J'!e_}_f_-‘ o) ?Li'lc:\_ ] {.‘)QOP /53._ (_‘m\p]
i N i 3 =
g€ -  thio vg b treflc’ fostel
C — = - -~ Y 7
jac/ (};’C’_ ?Z 7;‘3 Wor k- S e, 1
L N - ' P,
- Wl @/Sc J%V’c?,}a‘/ less Fex c
= { N = :
ACC | o'ieV\_i‘ S, and vr oVid e  pore.
= .4 / o )
Steady  worly dor  cpastrvaetep
} A rlpd r&. [HF a
(Spasce for comments continued on reverse)
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-C18 PC-C19

———— I Original Message-----

from: Jim Carr [mailte:jim carrca.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, June 84, 2812 B:31 FM

To: Christina Byrne

|‘405 |mpl‘0\lement Pl'Oject Subject: Freeway Speed Limit Signs
Public Hearing Christina:
1€ you are not the coerrect person for this suggestion, please redirect to the proper channel.
Comment Sheet Thanks .
Please provide your comments regarding the |-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report £ I have been noticing lately that I seldom see speed limit signs on freeways. I believe parts
Environmental Impact Stalement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012. of the problem are freeway widths, large vehicles and low lighting at night.
Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): Perhaps it would be helpful, especially when doing widening projects, to consider installing

2 some signs at the center median. These could be mounted on lamp posts or over crossings to
[T} Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community College  [7] Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditorium supplement those on the right shoulder.

[} Wednesday, June 5, 2012 ~ Westminster Community Center || Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Center
This would be especially useful in aress where speed limit changes from 65 for whatever
reason including construction. I have seen patches in L.A. county where the limit changes

every few miles but this can only be seen if you are in the right-hand lanes.

Mame (Firstand Last): P
frmilla Laviis <

Crganization:

Ceoppn £ Py #lricty . of course, much of the time there is so much traffic that 65 or 55 or even 25 seems
Address(Cplionat). i ) , impossible.
| 5l Povier  SE Sapfa dnn TH 9270 P
Fhone Number: . | Email adldrr_:ss: ) | THanks
'?Jz{z 2E Gy /< | Porfla 67 Yohoo «cmp?
--Jim Carr
‘osta Mesa

Comments: (//fd(_f ‘7/0 Ste ”7%;’ ’?ﬂﬁ/"—(< L,np',,dm(,ed
VeS do cfalls. e

(Space for comments continued on reverse)
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-C20 PC-C21
= — From: Gary Carson [garyc44@gmail.com]
| = Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 5:08 PM
To: Parsons, 405 .dedcomments
Cc: letters@ocregister.com
Subject: 405 construction sounds / anti-pollution walls

I-405 Improvement Project

PUbIIC Hearlng I have been a resident of Westminster since 1968 and thus lived here when the first set of

walls were built slong the 4@5 freeway. These walls were an extremely old design and are not
really sound / anti-pollution walls. The walls that were built in conjunction with the 22
Comment Sheet freeway project are truly sound / anti-pellution wall in today's standards., I am requesting
that, as part of the 485 project, the old walls be replaced with new walls comparable to the
22 freeway walls.

Please provide your comments regarding the -4035 improvemsnt Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /

Enviranmental tmpact Statement (Draft EIREIS), © must be by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012
. A You owe it to the residents / tax payers that live near the 485 to replace the existing walls
Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): with walls that meet teday's standards for noise, air pollution, and visual / height.
[ Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coss! Communily Cull=ge [ Thussday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auciosium Yours truly
,

[] Wednesday, Juna 5, 2012 - Weslininsler Commurlty Senter [ | Thussday, June 14, 2012 - Fountan Velley Senior Center |
Gary Carson

! i 15281 Vermont St.

Mame {First and Lasl): 5 - i - —
Ve Ry ) R ) = R e R v = Westminster
Qrganizaiicn; ———
Address(Cptional): | - —
Phone Mamber: "7 Emall address. T A —
seSE¥ -F7RY i ufoém_,jevqg;}@;/d‘w‘&q
] -

Comments:_ 737 TE 2 CORDS  fudl QAL TRV M Ty

1
s 7T Closupr M e )
(Space for comments continued on reverse)
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-C22 PC-C22 Continued
please. There will be excess traffic on Lampson and surrounding surface
iy 12012 streets due to construction and gridiocks. We will not be able to tlize the 4
freeway that goes to nowhere nor utilize the surface streets around our cont.
home.
. ; 4)  The Alternative that | vote for is #4. Leave the ALMOND WALL as is. The
Tz ‘Spendeardoin Moaitach wall is strudural%storég and there would be no added demolition and
From: The Carson Family reconstruction. NO DOLLARS spent. Replace the trees and ground cover 5
that has been ripped up. Trees are important for replenishing fresh clean
Re: 405 Freeway Project air and are sound buffers. i
5) Sug%-?sﬂons would be to end the 405 freeway improvement E;oiect and
use the existing 7 lanes. Use rubberized asphalt on the 405 between Valley
Dear Supervisor John Moorlach, View and the L.A. County line to minimize noise. Last but not least, with a
| have never written or e-mailed a letter to a govemnment agency, so | am hoping center line movement, a 4 foot shoulder and 405 realignment, the Almond 6
that my letter will be read and my concerns will be taken senouslzé Sound Wall will not be moved into College Park East.
Our family has lived in our home since 1972 and nothing like what is taking 1

place, right now, has been a threat to our lives. That threat is to our health, safety and

makes us prisoners in our own homes. The reason | say prisoners in our own home is Thanking you in advance for reading this letter.

due to:
1) The freewgr%being moved closer to homes will have an adverse affect on '
our lives. The increased NOISE LEVEL and increased AIR POLLUTION Sincerely,
does not allow us to live healthy lives. The noise level now does not allow 2 W @u.w—-)
us to sleep with our windows open nor visit with family and friends in the
backyard without yelling! The pollution will increase breathing problems, fi §
asthma attacks, lung disease and general health problems, be it physical or m/%k
mental { 0

2) Moviné the Aimond Sound Wall presents a serious safety issue. If our area "\
islfommata there wIiII only be emAl?h rggm for ongf car to travel in or outon
Almond. The inability to exit via Almond in case of an emergency evacuation .
is of grave concern MY question to you is-how would my family and others Mr. Gilbert Carson and Mrs. Carol Carson
get out if a major event took place? We would die. Look at Banyan Ave.
We are locked in and with a skinny sm? exit we would be prisoners in our

! k the history on the flood in the 1980's wh i
e e D bt NeiatEaEs cc: Mr. Smita Deshpande, Branch Chief- CalTrans, Governor Jerry Brown,

flooded. Children could not be bussed back home. husband had to fight s
his way to pick me 'E] from work in order to pick up aumirdren and still 9 3 State Senator Tom Harman, Assemblyman Jim Silva andCongressman Dana
we could not enter CPE due to the roads being blocked. |am appalled that Rohrabacher

CAL TRANS would want to put us into that type of danger again by
moving the Almond Sound Wall. Moving the wall would make it
impossible fo turn around, park or get out of CPE!! The safety of our
children is of GREAT concern. Not only safety is a big issue but the value
of our homes will plummet. who wants to live in the middle of
construction for the next 40 years? If you know of anyone, | have ahouse ~ _/
for sale.

3)  Additional lanes will cause more ?ndlock and the toll road will not
alleviate those gridlocks. In factlook in the L.A.TIMES dated July 1,
2012. The reporter wrote about O.C. Toll Ways will stop taking cash. The
toll is a looser in making money and is trying to squeeze more dollars out
of drivers. This article was written by Mike Reicher. It is irresponsible of
OCTA and GAL TRANS to add more lanes than needed. Lanes that will >4
cause many accidents, deaths, gridlocks, road rage, anger, hypertension
and depression. QUESTION: have you tried to merge onto the 405 going
north from Seal Beach Blvd. and continuing in the 405 north, since the
start of construction and up to NOW? Well, quadruple the odds of making
a safe transition on to a freeway and hitting a gridiock. NO TOLL Roads _J

[-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R1-PC-C-13 March 2015



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PC-C22 Continued PC-C23
From: , jetla Carter [henri 1 @wverizon.net]
Sent: Monday, July 16, 2012 9:31 AM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Cc: rha@rossmoor-rha.org
Subject: Fwd: RHA Responds to OCTA 1405 Improvement Project

My home is already inundated with black freeway fallout and traffic noise due to my proximity to the
22/405/605 interchange. i also have minors in the house who attend schools near the freeway, and am a senior
citizen; we would all be adversely affected by increases in air pollution.

A
. ) LE I I‘ERS 1 would really appreciate anything that can be done to mitigate any increase in traffic on the surface streets (Seal
T B Beach Boulevard) and congestion on these freeways, as proposed by the Rossmoor Homeowners Association.

Begin forwarded message:

From: Rossmoor Homeowners Association <rha@rossmoor-rha.org>
Date: July 15, 2012 6:45:21 PM PDT

To: henriettacarter 1 @verizon.net
Subject: RHA Responds to OCTA 1405 improvement Project

Reply-To: rha@rossmoor-rha.org

IMPORTANT INFORMATION FOR ROSSMOOR RESIDENTS & BUSINESSES \

The following response to the OCTA was prepared by the RHA Traffic Committee.

Grywn EOXNIO Lov Angeles Times

OPERATORS OF Orange County’s toll road net- Rossmoor Homeowners Association Ce ts and Recommendations
work are eliminating cash paymenta to save money. on the EIS for the Proposed 405 Freeway Expansion

. - .
Taklng a tO]_l If OCTfA's expans!'on project for the 405 goes forward, the RHA is deeply troubled by the

potential for traffic congestion to occur on the northbound 405 at the Los Angeles

Re "0.C. toliways to stop taking cash,” July 1 County interface, which would cause a direct and heavy impact on the air quality inside
Rossmoor. There appears to be the potential for hundreds of idling cars and trucks
8o let me make sure I understand. If you have s congested on the freeway adjacent to Rossmoor in the late afternoon and early momning,
product for which you are losing customers, and you two key periods of the day that could affect residents.
want to Increase revenue, you should ralse pﬂces and
make 1t 1esg convenient to use? v The expanded 405 proposed by OCTA would have two more lanes inside Orange County
* That appears to be the strategy of the Transportation than would exist in Los Angeles County, with the decrease in capacity occurring within

Corridor Agenicies as it ralses prices 5% to 1% and 100 feet or less of our residential neighborhoods. Moreover, the proposed route lies
eliminates the use of cash on the tollways, requiring all within 500 feet of Hopkinson Elementary School, 2 sensitive receptor that was not
users to have a FasTrak or other account. addressed in the EIR. Section 3.2.6, the air quality analysis for the project, makes no

_ ‘Who is the business strategy genius they're getting mention of Hopkinson. The EIR identifies other sensitive receptors along the route, but

% thelr advice from? v 3 neglects one of west Orange County's |argest and most highly regarded schools.

- I MEDINA

K Long Beach The configuration of Rossmoor has the 405 literally wrapping around the southern tip of j

e g |
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
PC-C23 Continued PC-C24
the community, exposing residents to one of the greatest impacts anywhere in the From: Maria Caruso [carmmarita@aol.com]
project. And yet, Rossmoor was only superficially analyzed in the air quality Sent: Manday, July 16, 2012 10:37 PM
supplemental. \ To: Parsons, 405 dedcomments; Marita Caruso
Subject: 1-405 Improvement project

We believe the air quality impact analysis was inadequate in considering hotspots with
elevated levels of particulates, ozone, and other pollutants that could affect the health Te Caltrans

and quality of life in Rossmoor.
The only option that has any merit is the alternative 1 which is Ffunded. Alternatives 2 and 3

must be redesigned if either one is a viable alternative. I strongly request that only
Alternative 1 be considered.
It has been proven that the toll lanes do not ease congestion for the public. I personally

The OCTA air quality analysis examines, for example, carbon monoxide levels at various
points along the proposed project, but not near Ressmoor. Similarly, the air toxics

Q:Igv:;lg;domra::?:‘:;cézsmse pOtEHtIaI for impacts on ROSSIHOOF, particularly if watched the 73 tell lanes.that have never had enougij traffic to justify its being tecll only.
Toll lanes are not an option for the larger population of commuters. They continue to be

Rossmoor is a community of both young children and elderly adults, the two most SAdErIEALEZAN dnd: Eaks Sy gaeraY pepose: danes.

sensitive age groups to air poliution. We are asking that OCTA reexamine the air quality, 2 Marita Caruso

traffic and noise impacts of the project on Rossmoor, especially its schools, parks and cont.  44@9 Birchwood Ave.

homes, and undertake a thorough and complete consideration of the most effective ways Seal Beach 90749

to mitigate those impacts to a level of insignificance.

The RHA would like OCTA to analyze whether reducing northbound lanes sequentially a
mile or two before the county line would help mitigate the potential for congestion,

air quality impacts and the possibility of motorists using surface streets in Los Alamitos to
navigate around the chokepoint. Rather than losing two lanes at the county interface, we
would like OCTA to consider squeezing down capacity miles from the county line. If and
when Los Angeles County increases the capacity of the 405 in Long Beach, then the
additional lanes of traffic could be opened at the county line.

We are alsc asking that OCTA conduct a better outreach effort in Rossmoor to elicit input j
and carry out real dialogue about the project.

2 TS
(Note: The deadline for comments is July 17, If you wish to voice your concerns, you

may email the OCTA at 405.dedcomments.parsons@parsons.com. By law they are
required to respond to all comments submitted by the July 17th deadline.)
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-C25 PC-C26

I1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Comment Sheet
Please provide your e ding the 1-405 Imp 1t Project Draft Environmenta! Impact Report /

Please provide your comments regarding the |-405 Improvement Projest Draft Environmental Impact Report / g
Environmenta! 'mpact Stalement {Draft EIRVEIS). Comments must be recaived by Caltrans no [ater than July 22012, Environimental Impact Statement (Dma FIRJEIE}. SoRirashisTRiEs e ook by Gisirans po later N 2, 2012

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

feeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[ Menday, June 4, 2012 ~ Crange Goast Community College [] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Perk Auditorium . L-] nonday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community Cofege E Thursday, June 7, 2012 ~ Kush Park Augiorium
[[] Wednesday, June 8, 2012 — Westminster Community Center DThudeal'. June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Center

E Wadnesday, June 8, 2012 - Wastminsler Community Center DThursday. June 14, 2012 - Fountain Vallzy Senfar Canter

\
o et } i Na ar ] 1
[ NCved falteveda - win«wg ta%Lrsn A F(',Liff:\} 0
S Ofganization: L p | Cp oy
b= i fo)
Address{Cplional): pE R Tt = a-...] =3 f‘} f‘ f? H L : : B
Fhona Number: Emall adéress: L _____ 1 3 FU l' L. Ei‘i‘;h(;“ . M Pevyic, ¢4 qa54e
Fﬂi‘:l] S AuteM ] e TN Y TIL . s

j i B 4
t E.::&;@I}i"fr?ﬁ (r;': el LONACI-Cin (j'(r {01 e jo (rf—;J?{

Cﬂmmﬂﬂts-'_.H.CS r\‘!'&"ﬁ oS should be _CAQand€e J Wecay ge Co
tleve g m.qjoﬁ Fraflic jSTves Eue x?.r)m Y 1 ¢n 10 wmans lid e Ja "fﬁ(e‘;c“ Ifr-@_Tf(—M pel
do <dodle 1 weold be waMiewitat G4 g ?',_((J

iF Fhig emprodenendt  wewd hqwg},.\

(Space for commants continued on reverse) (Space for comments continued on reverse)
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-C26 Translation PC-C27

Comment:

Employment in the construction industry is at its lowest point ever.

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Piease provide your commeants regarding the 1-405 Imprevement Project Draft Enviranmental Impact Report /
Enviranmental Impact Staterment (Draft EIRVEIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

[:| Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Communily College [':" Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Audilorium

G Wednesday, June 8, 2012 ~ Weslminsler Community Center DTnursday, Uk 14, 2012 ~ Fountain Valiey Senlor Center

Name (First and Last): _
- ey

£l0S oAb

.L(: |- Loc.d (»52

mmwpﬁmn:;’é%_’; SR gp d/%/ B 5T mrpsey, Cot §Eel T

| Email address:
]

Cwganization:

Phone, Num
® 4,

993 e & 7% - 20/5
!

Comments: /f}:’ ’/"5/?"')/ = )2’—'}7!_;/0’?" ¢ 27 7%17 fvf?‘;'?’/ 44--1’/4(;
AT T _z’i":v/r’ Ccr2Crity 7] ;"f‘i;)’.

-

(Space for comments continued on reverse)
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-C28

PC-C29

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please pmvbds your
| Impact

he 1-405 1 Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
{l;‘raﬁ EIR!EIS) Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

[T Monday, June 4, 2012 — Orenge Coast Communily College [7] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Augiorum

{7} wednesday, Juna 6, 2012 — Westminster Community Center [ Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Vailey Senor Genter

Name (First and Las(}: - . F - = - —
A rLlmd €5 c ELEEF o
Qrganization: -
| Aﬁé‘a} Z—-ﬂ(“d 67( o .
Fddress{Optional): —
Phone Number: j Email address:
— = — S—
- = - B K P o g
o s ARE  AGREE WIT
P T e
&7 J o By S ( 7
SE i UIE ANEED THE pJE

~

s ~

(LA DA PEDPA

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental impact Repart /
Enwire I tmpact 1t (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no tater than July 2, 2012,

Meecting Venue (please check one of the following):
[[] Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community Collega  [] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

[:I Wednesday, June 8, 2012 = Westminster Community Center

Name {Firsl and Lasty: /ﬂ
u :I wt)
Organization:

[l Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valiey Senicr Center

(«-’5" "\jﬁl{mﬂ

' PaC R Lt

Address(Oplional):

Fhone Number:

T Email address:

N

Comments:__ Fl‘«\lv\r ’1 L‘C«Wl}\l

1554

Ralovwe

{LHH Sbut pae g g
and g \_mw-j 4 C.\w(‘n( J'\'k/\q;

¥

J/
(Space for comments continued on revers) {Space for comments continued on reverse)
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PC-C30
From: Chapel, Christine [CChapel@newportbeachca.gov]
Sent: Saturday, July 14, 2012 4:51 PM
To: Mogrlach, John: Adams, Audra; Bates, Pat; Campbell, Bill; dhansen@surfcity-hb.org;
CFikes@surfcity-hb.org; Mguyen, Janet; fvcrandall@yahoo.com; lorri@lomrigalioway.com;
polaab@city i org, mpulido@santa-ana.org; pherzog@/akeforestca.gov;

Jamante@tustinca.org; Wendy Knowles; fvproud@fountainvalley.org;
citycouncii@cityoforange.org; mayor@garden-grove.org
Subject: no to toll roads on the 405

Greetings!

Please do nat put toll roads on the 405111 It is not fair to the people who can't afford to pay the toll. We pay enough
for our cars and gasoline without having to pay extra to use the freeway. My husband commutes to work Monday
through Friday on the 405. In this economy, we cannot afford to pay up to $9 each way to use a toll road. | agree that
there is a need to relieve traffic congestion. | believe we could use mere lanes on the 405. The proposed solution to
add 2 lanes works for me! Please include an exit for South Coast Plaza, though.

Thank you for your attention!

Christine Chapel
Costa Mesa Resident

PC-C31

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Commenf Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Envircnmental impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Corments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeti ‘enue (please check one of the following):

| Monday, June 4, 2012 - Grange Coast Community College D Thurscay, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditorium
[0 Wecnesday, June 6, 2012 - Wealminster Community Center [ Thursday, June 14, 2012 ~ Founlain Valley Senior Center

Name (Fistand Last 6

[ {\1\'" e.r-Jrr; r‘"_h.f\_ el -
Qrganization: yon & oo -
L Jing oy o ¥ 3~ ,
Address{Optional)

Fhone Number E,-f _;{‘-1)&;‘;{% - o | .i_,/?’ I Email address:
1

AR -.'fr~. P P
DEAG | Y 060 ppen  anpthey

Commeants:

E &l e - U_‘L’\,_ Fﬂ-“v&/ T L’I' 0}:
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PC-C32 PC-C32 Translation

= T 1 Comment:

There is a lot of traffic and we need more jobs for the people that are unemployed.

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the [-405 Impi nent Project Draft En\.-'jrcnmenta! Impacl Repart f
Environmental Impact Statement (Dra®t EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Calfrans no later than Juily 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[ Monday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Coast Communkty College 7] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

]?fwednesday. dure 6, 2012 — Westminster Community Cenler glrhu:sday, June 14, 2012 — Fountain Valley Senior Center

Name (First and Last): P
B Ao dd o ct0z=2 o
Organization: ; ]
Local 6353 fabo

AddressOptional): — om
A7 5 yopd 7 STk drve Cot FEFE &

Fhene Numbelr.-/(\;?/é/) ?’éff/_ géﬂ?l Email address:
Comments: ploihe Lot i &2 v AR e C Pl TS
MInS T RAbade LAz Lel FKe € ec 1

T har 52 7 A4 S A

(Space for comments centinued on raverse)
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PC-C33

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Impravement Project Draft Environmental lmpact Report /
Environmental Impact Statement (Dreft EIR/EIS), Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than duly 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check ona of the following):
D Monday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Coast Community College Thursday, Jure 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

G Wednesday, June 3, 2012 — Westminster Community Center DThulsdav. June 14, 2012 — Fountain Valley Senior Center

Nan-efl“lrsz a.nnd Last): ( -}'li"ll‘ﬂﬁ (_,;[]é’_ﬂ K
e Pobes A/a:ﬁ.f 78 -
Addrass(Oplional): EBOS" ok Pt ‘Ai/d)‘“ﬂ— ‘g’#—/cj 7;;{ o !/"‘ﬁ E !C?."/‘ 3/ |
Phone Lwnberitab) 528 ?55?'-’-6 J Emall address? c}w&’rof)@\‘jwas L el

Comments: -_m-‘? f‘mfév@wyﬁru‘n ifCI Wf}f ;Hﬂi’pﬂgﬂ T
_.»7'4;’3 'ﬁé’. c;uzj%{?f &/ n;jr/;'_ r]iw mn;f jﬁ%‘:}ﬂfﬁ . ;Zf /
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PC-C34
From: Karole [bryceland@verizon.net]
Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 1:44 PM
To: Farsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: College Park East Sound Wallffwy widening

oCcTA

To whom it may concern:

I live in College Park East in Seal Beach and am terribly worried and concerned about the
proposed moving of the sound wall. Why on earth would you infringe on a neighberhood just to
widen a freeway that is going to bottleneck anyway at the county line? We accept that we live
near a freeway and the subsequent noise but now you want to move it closer to us, reducing
our property values further, reducing our quality of life with more air and noise pollution
and basically eliminating a vital street that so many use for recreation, as well as much
needed parking?

It isn't right or fair and I think you know this,

1 love my home and neighborhood. It absolutely depresses me to think that it is in jeopardy
with years of constructicn ahead and, the greatest insuvlt to injury of all, moving a sound
wall and freeway closer to my home.

Please don't do this...please don't move the sound wall. Please use a different alternative J
and leave our neighborhood alone. I beg of you.

Respectfully,

Karcle Chesser

4764 Candleberry Ave
Seal Beach  S@74@

Peace to you
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PC-C35 PC-C36

: steve@thechessergroup.com
;::ln Tuesd%; June zsergorzpaz‘ta FM From: Denna Chinn [donna.chinn@gmail.com]
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2012 2:36 PM
bject: C ts: 1-405 Imp t Project Draft EIR To: Parscns, 405.dedcomments
Bubje : Ce: gary miiler; scrumby@sealbeachca.gov
Subject: 4015 DEIR-EIS comment period

To Whom it may Concern,

Thank you for the cpportunity to comment regarding the Draft Environmental 1 Dear Ms. Smita Deshpande,
1-405 ltnprovementpl"‘pmject,wl live in the corn?nunl':yg of Cellege Park East, w:err:[:fgzﬁﬁp:i:’: ;le;;;g;sthe As a resident ol_‘Cul]cge Park East in SeaI_Bea_cIl, I_sla.nd to be directly aliﬂ'ccled by the prpposcd project to
will suffer disproportionate impact if the sound wall adjacent to Almond Avenue is removed and then 1 widen the 405 freeway. Although the project is being presented as an "1mpmvemem project” for traffic flow in
rebuilt with 2 10 feet encroachment into our neighborhood. Orange County, please recognize that the "side effects” to nearby residential areas would be negative.
CalTrans cannot continue to focus solely on increased traffic volume and flow, but must give more
p J consideration to quality of life issues for the surrounding residents.
and features "Sound Walls to Reduce Noise Levels®. In fact, removal of our sound wall is anticipated on J
page 2-16 of the Draft EIR, when it states new or reconstructed soundwalls and retaining walls would be My major concems are:
constructed. Replacement walls would be constructed in areas where sectio. f exisi : 3 .
¢ ns of existing 2 (1) environmental impact on College Park East. Additional traffic volume would raise noise levels, exhaust

walls must be madified to accommodate the proposed project. Removal of our soundwall for any length of
time will bring severely diminished quality of life for the residents of College Park East, caused by vastly
increased traffic and construction noise (which already is bothersome with the sound wall in place),
reduced air quality, and diminished safety to the neighborhood. This action, which potentially could take
as long as 54 months,is not Respectful of Adjacent Properties.

fumes & particulate matter, which would further diminish the air quality directly in my neighborhood. At the
June 7th public hearing in Rossmoor, we citizens were told that the increased noise and emissions would be
negligible. 1f indeed this would be true, ANY increase in noise or air pollution would be detrimental. All
residents of the greater Los Angeles basin already suffer diminished air quality. In addition, if the
sound/particulate levels are measured at a height of 5 feet as described, these readings would not accurately

On page 3.1.4-29, it states Community disruption during project construction as a result of construction apply toas d story house, which 1 have p

Page 8 of the OCTA Powerpoint presentation states that the project is "Respectful of Adjacent Properties” }

activities would be temporary and mrr.fgarefj b}:‘ implementing a traffic staging plan. However, traffic 3

:isd%:g g‘lsa;rj ‘:;lﬂSh:?t MRS TISSIES TPRGAE INENORRIIR 1 Kcremoual oftous soenincl Fos (2)ack of coordination with LA county, absence of formal plan & timeline for extending 405 in LA
county would lead to more traffic congestion for northbound traffic at the convergence of the 405, 605 & 22

T urge that, whichever alternative is chosen, a design exemption is granted which allows the extant sound 4 freeways near my home.

wall to remain in place. Tt simply is not fair that our neighborhood should bear such a dispreportionate

impact from this public works project. Thank you for considering my views. {3) widening the 405 would reguire removing and reconstructing the sound wall at the south end of College

Sincerely Park Fast. IJ_' and ll_uw this would I1_appen _has not vet _been cl?ar_ly explained. Aga.m., I am um:ugnnul about

! safety, security, noise, and air guality during a potential rebuilding phase. PLEASE KEEP THE SOUND

Steven B. Chesser WALL INTACT. If it must be moved, build new wall BEFORE removing the original wall.
Managing Partner

The Chesser Group

4764 Candleberry Avenue
Seal Beach, CA 90740 (5) likely loss of accessed $ value of my home due to environmental impacts and heavier traffic nearby.

562/889-3544 cell

(4) insufficient funding at present and high likelihood of future cost increases. }

:w.ww ml_:h;;chisse rogp_,c_?m (6) project fatigue - Following the west county connectors project, 1am tired of all the construction and } 7
T detours near my home!

Although my preference is for No Build, I realize that this project is highly likely to proceed. I urge you to
choose the alternative with the LOWEST impact, meaning #1.

[ am COMPLETELY opposed to the toll lanes described in alternative #3, for reasons outlined above and
because the transponders required for potential 403 tolls could not be used in other nearby areas, e.g. 91, 73 or
110 freeways.

Sincerely,

Donna Chinn

3920 Wisteria St.
Scal Beach CA 90740

donna.chinn(@ gmail.com
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PC-C37

"j( é/ /"fﬁ— /fcwé, m—wﬂé
Vdjj%mf /Nv,;,(,ﬂf&{az 5
(i(ﬂ/‘ ,{ytf‘&»?bf [{L! }dﬁt&_ &
giins, ek 92612

Joky, 7, 267 2
/- . IL// GEE
Vﬂ!@; fu’;{fa/»f/ Flease, e

3 lager
. o el TS
{?‘J" /?’%x,u(_} )Aofu. i ff@_"ﬁfl; Lty

GRAZ Sowell Ave.

1l|m

& AL
Ol W | L
i / £ r/f, 3,;1’ /‘,{, P F LT {";M o
gt 7P T fg, B ol o7
” Jaats y o é—f/‘-“"’ “r 0‘},1._&/5%"'?

L Lt
{;-"1/7,«} fdﬁ(/” B }z.{,//fm‘_
/{2, Hl t/"/""c/‘/ e
. . b . fa & £
n-’i}:f J‘f‘"‘/ LA e
ey A e
Gt 2 /5 hcit At 54‘”’“”’(7 3 {X‘/,
)3 s
st 0TS e B4 / e o

[P
\_z}/i.uc, . 4 c’,(’/(/z,{. L

/J_), .rJ y __?/2:‘&; ,‘/L..jf"f”"

Ms. Jogie Christiansen

Westminstor, CA 926834824

e Z =
"4 ,f’p d(_z.l / o Jf -)/é;

‘&//.e: L
Ledt ,{,,za? /&“’f “f - Loy Aea /’(

(o <7 4 e /x/m.&ﬂ”“": = /
Z p z r a2 e
ﬂ?_f_é?_é 5 * oy AL
it L b .
T ~ ety C,{L;jveg )/’4‘/, "y 43 L {'.?:’
¥ i / /’Mf o = / J . j P gt
. e LAt .r
fpfFneir A ,Qf,z A K
peA VL o ,44? f—f«r/ma"

NN E2% # o LA »;7/_

""" T Jeetth e

f - : : F A
-:f/t':’r = C) ’/'_ gt w {;{,’f/ 2 = M} /:{zf--f-;.

 1E 2O ol dl A G .
Lot so. adlem’ & o i >
—'r.-vr_,—r- 9“ s ) s ‘{( Kﬁtw -
10 e ALAAE
Mx/ —A_r’_ "E 7/ / /,_, i pptde L

- | AR
(Ggets - Jineg #

#
P
.y

>1

N

—

PC-C37 Continued

2
; : gl
//éz,cz%. o Ln? ";“/ w"’“}( s /.dé)vz’ \

. it :u,o(*"/
Jﬁ m_/) ot k/ﬁ/% Y ﬂf/.«é/juj/ f’z/"
s d o M‘{"/ /ﬁ/
Lam A

I PP e £
Lt wf ; Vo2 '/
’ 4& e Jle 2

Woe ars "f”g‘;ﬂ"’”{m"’ ,,{, L ﬂfawu Aeee/
Jitq a1l - {

‘?M&/ﬂ% 2 oo ftost & d”%_{”/

ol e oty 7o

) cog GETVET B[
f %ﬂf{, ,L»Le alAie F //Z o He peees
[}47 Yot AL L Zowl //{./ . ,baz'/ﬁf(?l;( CATIT
/n(-’-;‘{ _ 7 0//&, g/ ;{{._ s 4';/ ?’_j‘""‘“"‘f?’
gazin L (oG, iy, i P e
% ,-f,/ /r‘a (/‘v'“ /;/LA/"L/ f 2 ’C)} {:é-‘_f.-.,#_.-’Jla,L’é .
e A AF 2 A_A' 0{ r;//\ "9 A focesy /_,_,4_7‘;&.;4
{ o, /J’f/u/;d'-? AL g Lo %«/C-f /fp
Ly g PRI
L 7 [{/J
"@/*")“& ’ }r?; Dot n‘g’/‘&“ M 5 et
- .
VO; o i o LS

Al A A 7“
/?’h,f R ¢ A=
A,(?(Mv&'e 2t Jee G (] gt c AN AT P
Lg}x!—"/"/{ "é i 3 p‘—'f—'{‘ e f'/{
. FF
Toiir < L7 . aalt

) ,/ b T 2 bisersi,,
/
Al gl tﬁwll.;%v/ o s At e )
’ s 2 { ) ng"'ﬁ'z" 4 » /—"{ds__,’_\,

/ e s /
e g weEES W ,a{(f/"/”f e
(g jora AR b Ll Qoh” peclt

k- witd kgl s _
WJA g ,a,},r ~L }{f ’““’Ju,‘! ; "“fv/f/:/
L~J’?/"L 3‘ M’ iy, Mi(;é.ﬂ/ LU,{G#M ﬁ‘ // j
U’ AL z/——’ » s
T e y—w"‘ J phe st f
-%ﬂ aitpar
;[/{,'rb gtr
/[ s i 744’ o ?4;/ /.
/Ma;j ;:.,ry ’ Aﬁ / D‘é{f& £ ’____/J
4 /VL({” W’ :fﬂ}/'“ fﬁbﬂ/u{fz/f_ Jf L o i p it

ol
;

[-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

R1-PC-C-23

March 2015



APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-C38
From: Shirley Chung [shirleyhe_2000@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tusesday, July 17, 2012 12:15 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments

To Whom It May Conecern:

I am writing in response to a concern regarding increased poliution in the Rossmoor community due to freeway
expansion. As a resident, parent, and physician, | feel that more research is needed before plowing through
with proposed plans with complete disregard for people who make Rossmoor their home and place for
education. According to information provided by our homeowners association, the Orange County 405 freeway
lane expansion with reduced Ianes in Los Angeles County wraps right around the houses and schools of
Rossmoor. | ravel freeways everyday and whenever a reduction of lanes occurs, huge traffic jams ensue as
drivers try to merge. Traffic jams bring car exhaust, truck exhaust, air and noise pollution, and heat, In addition,
as we have seen with recent freeway construction in our area, motorists cut threugh Los Alamitos, speeding
through the surface streets in order to bypass gridlock--adding more pollution, traffic, and increased accidents
within our community. Because the lane reduction would occur within 100 feet of homes and within 500 feet of
an elementary school, | feel that the proposed plan needs to be further researched and perhaps revised in
order to prevent potential health problems for adults, seniors, and children in our area.

It has come to my attention that the QCTA air quality analysis did not adequately evaluate the impact in
Rossmoor. | would like to see more research with regard to the environmental and heaith impact of the freeway
proposal. Also, an alternative to lane reduction at the county line would be to sequentially reduce northbound
lanes several miles pefore the county line to minimize traffic around Rossmoor, and thus, minimize air and
noise poliution.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter and | lock forward to your response.

Sincerely,

Shirley Chung

> 1

PC-C39

RECEIVED
GEQ OFFICE

July 1, 2012
v JUL 16 2012

OCTA Board Member

550 5.Main St e

PO BOX 14184 Orange CA 92863 TEL: (714) 560 6282
Subject: 1-405 widening impacting the College Park East Community in the City
Seal Beach (Between the SR -73 and |-605)

Dear Board Member,

| am a resident of the City of Seal Beach College Park East Community. | am asking you to

vote for Alternative 1 for the 1-405 Freeway Improvement project. This alternative will have the 1
most limited community and environmental impacts compared to any other alternative. My

community believes this alternative is the best choice because:

1. Alternative 1 does not encroach 10 feet into Almond St. which has an existing soundwall that
protects the community. If this wall is torn down and a new wall is built for widening the 1-405, it
will make Almond a very narrow and probakly a one way street. In case you were not aware,

Almond Street is a dedicated Tsunami escape route and the only community access route out - 2
from the College Park Community. Almond Street needs to be wide and two ways configuration
is needed in order to serve as an escape route due to floods andfor Tsunamis and to have
bikeways

2. Alternatives 2 and 3 will encroach 10 feet into Almond St and will also impact to existing
parks at Astor Street and at Orleander Street. Like many parks in our community, children play
and senior citizens walk along Almond Street every day. Mathers and their children walk these
parks every day and walk along Almond St. An alternative that encroaches into our community >3
will create expose families and children to more vehicle exhaust which causes respiratory
problems, lung disease and/or lung cancer. The closer the freeway is closer to our

community, the more exposed to vehicle exhaust and harmful toxics. J

Alternatives 2 and 3 have a funding gap which will require OCTA to issue bonds and take more
cf the County's tax dollars. The community and residents do not favor this irresponsible tax-

3. Funding is only available for Alternative 1. }
waste scenario.

4-Bath alternatives 2 and 3 are proposing 10 lanes in each direction in Orange County .These

lanes configuration that is being proposed by OCTA makes no sense. This creates a classic 5
bottleneck scenario considering the fact that the 1-405 in Los Angeles County contains only 6

lanes

5.-The MTA Los Angeles and Caltrans do not have the capital funds to widen the 1-405 6
freeway in Los Angeles County and will not have it until at least 50 years.

Sinoerely,

) QQ@»L%

March 2015
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PC-C40

Smita Deshpande, Branch Chief,

Caltrans-District 12, “Attn: 405 DEIR-DEIS Comment Period”
2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200

Irvine, CA, 92612

Subject: State Route 405 (1-403; San Diego Freeway) between SR-73 and 1-6035
and Draft EIR/EIS

I am concerned about the impacts the State Route 405 improvement project will have on our 3\
community. Tam especially concerned about Alternative 3 which will widen the San Diego
Freeway in the City of Costa Mesa and convert an existing car pool lane 10 a toll lane.

Alternative 3 would require that the Fairview/T 405 interchange be demolished and rebuilt, even >
1

though it was just rebuilt three years ago. Residences and public parks near the I- 405 will be
adversely affected both during construction and upon completion of the project. Problems
include air pollution, noise, and degradation of the visual quality of our neighborhoods, Ramp
closures at Harbor, Fairview, and Scuth Coast will not only inconvenience residents, but impair
access to the many businesses which contribute to our local and regional economy.

PC-C41
From: juniorcomp@aol.com
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2012 11:50 AM
To: Parsons, 405 dedcomments; JAmante@tustinca org; FatBates@ocgov.com;

Bill. Campbeli@ocgov.com; citycouncil@cityoforange.org; FVProud@FountainValley.org;
maycr@garden-grove.org; CityManager@anaheim.net, council@cityoflagunaniguel org;
dhansen@surfcity-hb.org; wknowles@octa.net; district2 @ocgov.com;
audra.adams@ocgov.com; Janet Nguyen@ocgov.com; mpulido@santa-ana.org;
ewade@octa.net; weinert@octa nel

Subject: State Route 405 (1-405, San Diego Freeway) between SR-73 and 1-605 and Draft EIR/EIS

Subject: State Route 405 (I-405, San Diego Freeway) between SR-73 and
I-605 and Draft EIR/EIS

I'am concerned about the impacts the State Route 405 improvement 2\
project will have on my life and my community. [ am especially

concerned about Alternative 3 which will widen the San Diego Freeway in
the City of Costa Mesa and convert an existing car pool lane to a toll lane.

i s, I use the car pool lane often but seldom use toll roads because of the
additional cost. Also, from what I understand, the toll road will not be > 1
open to me, or my community, coming from Harbor where 1
normal enter the freeway, or from the Fairview
entrance, either.
I do not believe that Alternative 3 is in the best interest of our whole )
community.
Please include thesc comments in the public/administrative record for this project and the project -
EIR/EIS. Thank you for the opportunity to comment. blncerely’
Laura Collier
Yours truly, Costa Mesa Resident
Lo d ] W
Uﬁ&b@_‘%ﬂ%yf e
ame /{ / ( Y ) (
o € pider S (el Mg 92657
A 0T-C Niner \1. s Weh 9269
(Address)” 7Y (City) & ’
Please keep me informed about future hearings and future steps in the review process for
the I- 405 project.
R1-PC-C-25 March 2015
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PC-C42 PC-C43

July 2, 2012

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

s, Srita Deshpande

CalTrans District 12

Comment 'Sheet 2201 Dupont Dr Suite 200

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Praject Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Envircnmental Impact Statement (Dreft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012, Irvine, CA 92612

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following]: RE: 405 DEIR/DEIS
[[] Monday, June 4, 2012 ~ Orange Coast Community College ] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Audilarism
[ Wednesday, June 6, 2012 - Wastminster Community Center [T] Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Vialey Senlor Center
I Ms. Deshpande:

Il
1

MName (Figst apd Lasf): } .

57’?/.0/\ ot - O 156 ¢
Crganization: 7 " Y
Laber bpred (52

n?lﬁm‘rr“:’w i 7 Sanfa  Gre (e / < 2.90 5 | My wife and | are residents of Seal Beach CA in the College Park East neighborhood. We are requesting A
LT — - Emnail ddress: P that Alternative #1 will be chosen. Our neighborhood will be significantly damaged if the sound wall is
LlH T Pl e o bopeerae (60 el e g e il i is i i
L4 2H(4E T Elie Ly g het k = moved further into the neighborhood. This is the area between Valley View and Seal Beach Bivd.
Alternative #1 still allows for an additional lane in both directions through the Seal Beach area without > 1
Comments: hurting our neighborhood.
2F  wilt alse  help e inSvastrectors 0% : N : ; . :
4 - 1 | just attended a meeting with representatives from OCTA in attendance to discuss the aiternatives, The
e byidaes  eomd < ')1 oo meeting was a standing room only event. The group was unanimous in the desire not to move the sound
wall further. . J

Please choose alternative #1 111

Sincerely < s L%
- —7 —
(Space for comments continued on reverse)

Daniel J. Conley

fﬁlf}%{ .
é’ﬁ% 3660 Marigold 5t
o)

o OCTA Seal Beach, CA 90740
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PC-C44
From: Kenneth Coolidge [kcoolidge@ocbusinessbank.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2012 6:46 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Cc: kencoolidge@gmail.com

Dear 405 Improvement,
We purchased our home in August 2000. We have significantly improved our home.

We are supportive of the project that was approved in Measure M2 Project K: 1 General \
Purpose Lane in each Direction from Euclid to | 605. But only if the College Park East
Wall is not touched, This Wall must not be torn down and later rebuilt.

We call it the King Kong Wall for a reason. It is College Park East's protection. And all
the residents along Aimond would be severely disadvantaged if the Wall was moved even
one millimeter.

Measure M2 Project K never complemented moving the King Kong Wall. As a matter of
fact, it never even included Proposed Alternatives 2 & 3.

The tear down of the Wall from Primrose to Aster will be a disaster for all the residents
along Almond and the surrounding area. Any tear down and the time before the work is
completed and the wall rebuild will be in excess of a year. And as we all know, these

PC-C45
From: mary coromelas [coromelas@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2012 8§:52 AM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments.
Subject: Seal Beach & 405 Fwy

To Whem It May Concern,

1 writing to you hoping that as a leader of our community you may take the time to act on our behalf, and all
residents of Seal Beach and Los Alamitos, California. My parents bought their home in Seal Beach along the
405 freeway in 1975 and have seen many changes in the landscape since. Most noticeable was a 18 sound wall
built between their home on Almond Street and the freeway only a couple of years after their move. The wall
created not only relief from the sound, but also a beautiful street along the freeway that allows for parking
access for people and pets to walk or jog and security from the freeway itself, since my parents home was
burglarized on three separate occasions. Today we find ourselves facing the destruction or our wall, the
reduction of Almond street by 10 feet and a tollroad/bottlencck proposal by OCTA that is quite frankly
disastrous to us.

When we voted for Measure M in 2006 never once was the word toll roads part of this measure. Freeway was
mentioned over 150 times to entice us to vote in favor of Measure M. Bul today we see OCTA advocating
Alternative #3 to the 405 freeway, a tollway that never should have been considered at a 10 million planning
cost according to OCTA. We the people are losing trust in our political leaders becanse of deeds as this. And
actions by the OCTA to push to uproot a community in Alternative #3 is just a small dagger of untruthfulness in
us, but still 2 dagger. My mother today is widowed and lives on Social Security. She takes great pride in her
home and is constantly working in her garden. She struggles to pay her property taxes and just manages to get
by. DO NOT let Alternatives #2 or #2 become reality only Alternative #1 is acceptable. Today with the threat
to her home she struggles to sleep and can’t viston a day when her home will be devalued and dangerous to live
in. Until a new wall is built, dangerous to garden in because of a small street with the cars traveling directly

>2

—/

projects are never completed on fime. The Uismp_“f_m» noise, dust, safety concerns beside her home, no parking for the residents in her small circle of a street and the disillusionment of our
and the overall degradation of College Park East is just not something that the community politicians.
should have to suffer through. This does not even begin to address the concerns regarding
the impact on property values along Almond and College Park East overall. I'm sure many people have written you and other leaders with their views and are probably more creative and
j insightful on what should be done. [ realize my letter you you is based more on emotion, but that is the reason
DO NOT TOUCH THE WALL. for my letter, because quite frankly it’s become emotional.
Kenneth & Martha Coolidge Please advoeate the OCTA 1o adopt Alternative #1 for the 405 freeway.
4417 Birchwood Ave. L1 T
Seal Beach, CA 90740 bter Coromelas
R1-PC-C-27 March 2015
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PC-C46

[-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

Please provide your comments regarding the 1405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be recelved by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

E Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orangs Coasl Community College [ | Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorum

E] Wednesday, June &, 2012 — Wesbminster Community Center DThumdﬂy. Jure 14, 2012 - Fountein Velley Senior Center

Mame (First and Last): T . .
’ A } £y S

| Organtzation:

Addiess(Oplicnal):

MANowe

E Phone Number :

37 3 Ll

{ -

1rid |

PC-C47
From: S Cortesy [scort1@gamail.com]
Sent: Tuasday, July 17, 2012 11:35 PM
To: Parsons. 405.dedcomments
Subject: Proposed Expansion lo the 1405
To the OCTA -
Please accept this letter as a statement of my opposition to the expansion of the I1-405. \

My concerns are many - stemming both from a personal level since Ilive in Costa Mesa and also from a
business standpoint since I own and operate my own business of 20 years, the past 11 of which have heen in
Costa Mesa, I fear that the expansion would cause a great inconvenience to both my family and my business.

While I understand the need to move traffic along I feel that if I had to choose | would choose either option | or
2. Option 3, in my opinion, would prove to be disastrous to my business since most of my clients and prospects
travel from the Los Angeles area and use the 405 once they enter Orange County. These chents/prospects exit
either Bristol, Harbor or Fairview. Option 3 would not provide easy access to my business for these clients
from Los Angeles.

My understanding is that the City of Costa Mesa is not backing the expansion and T wholcheartedly stand
behind the city.

1 vote against option #3 and, if forced to choose would select option #1.

Thank you for allowing us to state our opinions and we certainly hope that they are considered with great

SErioUsness. j

> 1

Comments:___ £ W e S e L el — Sincerely,
vio. Lt & Stephen V. Cortesy
o = Cosla Mesa, CA
{Space for comments continuad on reverse)
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PC-C48

i-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Repaort 7

Environmenital Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Cemments must be recelved by Caltrans no laler than July 2, 2012

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
{4 Monday, Jura 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community Colege [ Thursday, June 7, 2042 - Rush Park Auditorium

Ct ‘Wednesday, Juna 6, 2012 — Westminster Community Center |:| Thursday, June 14, 2012 ~ Founlgin Valiey Senior Center

[ Hame (First and Lashi - | Y . ]
U AL Lo (o

Organization:

‘Address(Opticnal):

Emall addrass: 1

Phone Number:
fre”

a f
~t
]
il
-~
il A /

(Space for comments continued on reverse)

PC-C49

[-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Oraft Environmental Impact Report /
Environmentz! lmpact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Weeting Venue (please check one of the following):

]:l Meonday, June 4, 2012 - Crange Coast Community College D Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditerium

D Wednesday, June 8, 2012 — Westminster Communily Center [ | Thursday, June 14, 2012 — Feuntain Vallay Senior Center |

Name (First and Last): &W—ﬁ-ﬁfi Ls€, r/_{‘PL\ Ty P
-brgaanniian:
Address(Optional): . i - .
) 01 fomszre. s Seon Ke@or €7 gogw 5
Phone Mumber: - Emall address:
s b o SHa-xHE
. o /
T wl  SBVD legll e

Comments:_gg_ff SO BV

A LeTge L Oy ©
.

EDgsnas Lo Adpoc Eil

LTHE O DLy L e efimntag s
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PC-C50 PC-C51
June 18, 2012 From: Richard Crowe [rcrowe@burklzusa.com)
Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2012 11:15 AM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: 405 Freeway Project in Seal Beach
To Whom This May Concern,
| am apposed 1o the widening project of the 405 freeway . The project includes removing the sound wall north of the

405 freeway to gain as much as 10 feet of additional space which will have tremendous adverse effects on the living
conditions in College Park East. Almond avenue will be narrowed which doesn’t make sense to me. Also our home values
will decline considerably before and after the construction due to noise, grime from the additional traffic ete.

I'm writing in opposition to the propased move of the 405 wall in Seal Beach. We are current residents Since we are half way through the Connector construction between Valley View and the 605 freeway this additional 4

on Primrose Circle and are located closest to the wall. The noise now is constant and will be much 1 year project places another construction burden on already weary residents. It makes more sense to me to stop the
worse if the wall is moved. The noise however is not our biggest concern. widening effort at the 405,22 Interchange as the narrowing of the freeway is already planned at the LA/Crange County
Line.
Our main concern is for our 3 small children all under the age of 6. The exhaust and emissions will 3 . ull
€5 ul
become unbearable and the long term effects on them will be harmful, If you were to come and clean Ric:aerf! ,__mvwe
our backyard with a hose you would see that 24 hours later everything from furniture to kids play toys 4509 Ironwood Avenue

become covered in soot. This has to do with the air quality 2round our home. 'm all for trying to ease Seal Beach Ca. 90740

traffic in Southern California but not at the expense of my children’s health and well being. The smalier 2
broken down parts of this soot are extremely bad for our children because they can then penetrate the
lungs, and even enter the bloodstream. This can have harmful effects on the lungs and heart. The
particles can cause or aggravate asthma and breathing difficulties. We already have a 5 year old that

has asthma issues.

J

We do intend to fight this wall as far as necessary whether in local meetings or in a court room.

Best Regards,

E" g .
Al —
Brian Cronin
3531 Primrose Circle
Seal Beach, CA 50740

310936 6392
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PC-C52

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your et g the 405 )
Envirc | impact

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
{Draﬂ EIR.'EIS}, Cummen!s must be recelved by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

[:[ M_c::tiay. June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community College [} Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Audilorium

‘Wednesday, June §, 2012 - Westminster Comanunily Genler }:_}Tnursuﬂy, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senlor Canter

Name (Fustand Lasl): -
Tose CeoeSolbeg
Crganization: -
Plowmbser Local 82
Mmes.s(npﬂcnalj
Fhone Number: I Emall address:
7/ 326 w8t TePipe 41 Groel

Comments: K<€ @ [ v prowve .'.,.}‘

PC-C53

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Pla:z.,n pravide your comments regarding the 1405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Repert /
Impact S (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Calirans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check ane of the following):

[[] Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coest Community College [] Thureday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

(1] Wednacdey, Juns 8, 2012 — Westminster Community Conter [ AThursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valey Serior Center

MName (First and Last): 1”3\( o [: i ]
Sy WS

Organizalion: | .
o (=
L= u\a. bl Euh { 4L

BTy T _ : —
one Number :/} Il\'l‘\- 5 .)7 - 620 3 =mail address: J‘ a

Address{Optional}: m&

Lonimads,e @ amei], comn

e 1 . W T-iune . ] .
Cemments; %‘\:Qm..w.} Vs L-UdS  pould be _w foed s Seeiae g3

Mo inlgme, Hogh & el LD S ‘{‘-"_-g‘l&l Y ,_,co-qwt.}-ﬁcf. T4 el
ey dridoy Hoe Soe Mo compution Secdtbor  Kebures
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-C

Response to Comment Letter PC-C1

Comment PC-C1-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common
Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.

Comment PC-C1-2

As discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would not have any
substantial effects on air quality within the project area. MSATS have the greatest potential to
affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. Although the various alternatives
would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is anticipated that MSAT exposure,
including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT emissions are likely lower than
existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and California’s control programs that are
projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see Common Responses — Air Quality and
Health Risks.

Comment PC-C1-3

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C2

Comment PC-C2-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-C3

Comment PC-C3-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C4

Comment PC-C4-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C5

Comment PC-C5-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C6

Comment PC-C6-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Selection.

Alternatives with both LRT and BRT are included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 2.2.7,
Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Consideration. LRT was considered in four such
alternatives, and BRT was considered in two such alternatives. For a graphic summary of those
alternatives, see Figure 2-39 of the Draft EIR/EIS. BRT and LRT in the project corridor would
not be feasible or reasonable without extensions and connections north and south of the project
limits. Please also see Common Response — Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-C7

Comment PC-C7-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses —
Preferred Alternative Selection and Opposition to Tolling.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C8

Comment PC-C8-1
Please see Response to Comment PC-C7-1.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C9

Comment PC-C9-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Insufficient Environmental Document/Mitigation Measures.

Comment PC-C9-2

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-C9-3
Please see Response to Comment PC-C9-2.

Comment PC-C9-4

The 1-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a
major change because 1-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway
widening near a home. Please see Common Response — Property Values.
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Comment PC-C9-5

The relocation option (Option 1) that retains the gas/petroleum lines on the south side of 1-405
within Navy jurisdiction is the preferred option and will be pursued. Please see Common
Response — Relocation of Gas Lines.

Comment PC-C9-6
Please see Common Response — Relocation of Gas Lines.

Comment PC-C9-7
Please see Response to Comment PC-C9-2 and Common Response — Relocation of Gas Lines.

Comment PC-C9-8

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common
Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.

As discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would not have any
substantial effects on air quality within the project area. MSATS have the greatest potential to
affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. Although the various alternatives
would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is anticipated that MSAT exposure,
including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT emissions are likely lower than
existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and California’s control programs that are
projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see Common Responses — Air Quality and
Health Risks.

As discussed in Section 3.2.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would not have any
substantial effects from noise within the project area. Please see Common Response —
Noise/Noise Analysis.

Comment PC-C9-9

Under the No Build Alternative, vehicles entering 1-405 northbound from Seal Beach Boulevard
must merge one lane left to access 1-605 and one more lane left to continue on 1-405 northbound.
Under all of the build alternatives, one lane change plus a lane merge downstream of the SR-22
westbound off-ramp would be required to reach 1-605 and two additional lane changes to reach
1-405.

Comment PC-C9-10

Generally, the additional capacity on 1-405 will accommodate more traffic and therefore
encourage motorists avoiding congestion on 1-405 and diverting to local streets under the no-
build condition to utilize 1-405. With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county
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line, please see Common Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County
Line.

Comment PC-C9-11

With respect to the purpose of the toll component of the Express Lanes, the Draft EIR/EIS
demonstrates that the purpose is to provide funding for implementation of the Express Lanes (see
Draft EIR/EIS, Table 1-10) and to increase vehicle throughput and speeds in the corridor and
reduce delay (see Draft EIR/EIS Tables 3.1.6-6, 3.1.6-7, and 3.1.6-8). The toll component
provides motorists an option for a reliable trip time in exchange for payment of a toll.

Comment PC-C9-12

The speed and throughput values shown in the Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-6 and 3.1.6-14 are
accurate. Slow-moving congested freeway lanes have lower and unstable throughput compared
to uncongested lanes. During peak periods, the GP lanes on 1-405 are forecast to be heavily
congested with lower throughput (approximately 1,200 vehicles per lane per hour) than the
Express Lanes, whose throughput will be managed to approximately 1,700 vehicles per lane per
hour. For an explanation of how this management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. The
higher throughput of the Express Lanes will actually reduce traffic and congestion in the GP
lanes compared to a condition under which the Express Lanes are not managed but allowed to
congest and have lower throughput.

The financial problems of the SR-73 toll road located in southern Orange County are well
known. All motorists pay a toll to use that road. The tolled Express Lanes proposed in
Alternative 3 are only two lanes of 1-405 in each direction. The remainder of the lanes on 1-405
remains free. For additional information, please see Common Response — Opposition to Tolling.

Comment PC-C9-13
Please see Common Response — Impacts to Businesses.

Comment PC-C9-14

The configuration of the merge from Valley View Street to the Los Angeles county line is done
in a way that optimizes the most benefit to the project, including access to the northbound 1-405/
westbound SR-22 and northbound 1-405/northbound 1-605 connectors.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.
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Alternative 3 provides for a Caltrans standard 10-ft-wide inside shoulder on the south side
adjacent to NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach.

Rubberized asphalt is not proposed under this project. FHWA policy does not allow the use of
pavement type or surface texture as a traffic noise abatement measure because it can lose its
effectiveness over time. Presently, FHWA and several state transportation departments are
conducting research to determine the longevity of the noise-reduction characteristics of
rubberized asphalt.

Comment PC-C9-15

Please see Response to Comments PC-C9-1 through PC-C9-15. The proposed project is subject
to federal, as well as State, environmental review requirements. Caltrans, as assigned by FHWA,
has prepared this joint Draft EIR/EIS in compliance with CEQA and NEPA. Please see Common
Response — Insufficient Environmental Document/Mitigation Measures.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C10

Comment PC-C10-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C11

Comment PC-C11-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Please see Response to Comment PC-B20.

Comment PC-C11-2

Any permanent and/or temporary acquisition of property would be completed in accordance with
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Act. As discussed in Appendix D,
the Fifth Amendment to the U.S Constitution states, “No Person shall...be deprived of life,
liberty, or property, without due process of law, nor shall private property be taken for public use
without just compensation.” The Uniform Act sets forth in statute the due process that must be
followed in Real Property acquisitions involving federal funds. Supplementing the Uniform Act
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is the Government-side single rule for all agencies to follow, set forth in 49 CFR, Part 24.
“Displaced individuals families, businesses, farms, and nonprofit organizations may be eligible
for relocation advisory services and payments...”

Response to Comment Letter PC-C12

Comment PC-C12-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Selection.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-C12-2
Please see Response to Comment PC-C12-1.

The highest traffic noise level from a freeway occurs when traffic is at full capacity but flowing
at the posted speed. Noise levels are reduced substantially when traffic is at stop-and-go
conditions. Future traffic noise levels are predicted for the free-flowing conditions, and
soundwalls are recommended to provide noise abatement for the highest possible traffic noise
that can be produced by the freeway. Please see Common Response — Noise/Noise Analysis.

MSATS have the greatest potential to affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project.
Although the various alternatives would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is
anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT
emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and
California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see
Common Response — Health Risks.

Comment PC-C12-3
Please see Response to Comment PC-C12-1.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-C13

Comment PC-C13-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-C13-2
Please see Response to Comment PC-C12-1.

Comment PC-C13-3
Please see Response to Comment PC-C12-2.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C14

Comment PC-C14-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-C15

Commentario PC-C15-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacién de la autopista de San
Diego (1-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccidn de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C15

Comment PC-C15-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C16

Comment PC-C16-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C17

Comment PC-C17-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Selection.

There has been no link identified that introduction of a toll Express Lane Facility leads to a
reduction in business and/or reduction in sales. Please see Common Response — Business
Impacts.

Comment PC-C17-2
Please see Response to Comment PC-C17-1.

Comment PC-C17-3

All reasonable and feasible noise abatement will be constructed, as described in the Final
EIR/EIS and final Noise Abatement Decision Report. Air quality Measures AQ-1 through
AQ-14, described in Section 3.2.6, will avoid and/or minimize all construction-related air quality
effects. As described in Section 3.2.6, emissions will be reduced under all of the build
alternatives compared to the future No Build Alternative, and no permanent adverse project-
related air quality effects were identified.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C18

Comment PC-C18-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Selection.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C19

Comment PC-C19-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Please note that lighting along the freeway is not a State requirement, with the exception for the
ramp merge and diverge locations. The median lighting currently between the 1-405/SR-22 to
just north of the Seal Beach Boulevard interchange is a special safety feature. The design
features implemented into the design of this project account for the standard design speed for
freeways as mandated by Caltrans. Any deviations from the standard speed limits will be signed
specially, such as during construction.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C20

Comment PC-C20-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C21

Comment PC-C21-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Soundwalls built by this project will adhere to the most current soundwall construction
standards. This includes soundwalls that are replaced in-kind; however, if results of the traffic
noise impact analysis indicated that there is no need to replace the existing soundwall, then this
project will not upgrade those existing soundwalls. In Westminster between McFadden and
Bolsa avenues, Soundwall S141 has been proposed as an in-kind soundwall replacement to the
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existing soundwall along the southbound freeway lanes parallel to Vermont Street. Additional
soundwalls have also been proposed adjacent to College Park, which is also along Vermont
Street.

Please also see Common Response — Noise/Noise Analysis.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C22

Comment PC-C22-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Comment PC-C22-2

Project-related construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail
in the project Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Draft
EIR/EIS Sections 3.2.6, project-related air emissions associated with the build alternatives would
be less than the future No Build Alternative. Traffic noise levels for most of the project areas will
increase 1 to 3 dB due to the proposed project. Please see Common Responses — Noise/Noise
Analysis, Air Quality, and Health Risks.

Comment PC-C22-3

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-C22-4

The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft EIR/EIS in
Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14.

The financial problems of the SR-73 toll road located in southern Orange County are well
known. All motorists pay a toll to use that road. The tolled Express Lanes proposed in
Alternative 3 are only two lanes of 1-405 in each direction. The remainder of the lanes on 1-405
remains free. For additional information, see Common Response — Opposition to Tolling.

Under the No Build Alternative, vehicles entering 1-405 northbound from Seal Beach Boulevard
must merge one lane left to access 1-605 and one more lane left to continue on 1-405 northbound.
Under all of the build alternatives, one lane change plus a lane merge downstream of the SR-22
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westbound off-ramp would be required to reach 1-605 and two additional lane changes to reach
1-405.

The additional capacity and improved performance on the freeway under any of the build
alternatives compared to the no-build condition will generally encourage motorists to remain on
the freeway rather than divert off of it to avoid congestion.

Comment PC-C22-5

Please see Response to Comment PC-22-3 and Common Response — Preferred Alternative
Selection.

Comment PC-C22-6

Alternative 3 improvements extend north of Valley View Street to transition the additional lanes
south of 1-405/SR-22 appropriately to the Orange/Los Angeles county lines. Rubberized asphalt
is not proposed under this project. FHWA policy does not allow the use of pavement type or
surface texture as a traffic noise abatement measure because it can lose its effectiveness over
time. Presently, FHWA and several state transportation departments are conducting research to
determine the longevity of the noise-reduction characteristics of rubberized asphalt.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-C22-7

We acknowledge the comment regarding the SR-73 toll road. Please see Response to Comment
PC-C22-4.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C23

Comment PC-C23-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

As described in Section 3.2.6, corridor emissions, including MSATSs associated with the build
alternatives, would be less than the future No Build Alternative. Please see Common Response —
Air Quality and Health Risks.
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As described in Section 3.1.6, all of the build alternatives increase capacity and reduce
congestion on the mainline. The increased capacity will draw trips from the local arterials back
to the freeway due to project-related congestion relief and decreased travel times.

Comment PC-C23-2
Please see Responses to Comments CG4-1 through CG4-6.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C24

Comment PC-C24-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Selection.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C25

Comment PC-C25-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-C26

Commentario PC-C26-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacién de la autopista de San
Diego (1-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccidn de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-C26

Comment PC-C26-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C27

Comment PC-C27-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C28

Comment PC-C28-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C29

Comment PC-C29-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Selection.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C30

Comment PC-C30-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses —
Preferred Alternative Selection and Opposition to Tolling.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-C31

Comment PC-C31-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-C32

Commentario PC-C32-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacion de la autopista de San
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccion de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-C32

Comment PC-C32-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C33

Comment PC-C33-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C34

Comment PC-C34-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common
Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C35

Comment PC-C35-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-C35-2

All reasonable and feasible noise abatement will be constructed, as described in the Final
EIR/EIS and final Noise Abatement Decision Report. Air quality Measures AQ-1 through
AQ-14, described in Section 3.2.6, will avoid and/or minimize all construction-related air quality
effects. As described in Section 3.2.6, emissions will be reduced under all of the build
alternatives compared to the future No Build Alternative, and no permanent adverse project-
related air quality effects were identified. Please also see Response to Comment PC-C35-1.

Comment PC-C35-3

As described in Measure T-1, a Final TMP will be prepared prior to project construction that
identifies methods to avoid and minimize construction-related traffic and circulation effects as a
result of the proposed project. Please see Response to Comment PC-C35-1.

Comment PC-C35-4
Please see Response to Comment PC-C35-1.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C36

Comment PC-C36-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

The May 2012 Draft EIR/EIS, including specialized technical studies (see Appendix F for a
complete list), represents a comprehensive analysis of the potential temporary and permanent
environmental effects of the proposed build alternatives on the environment. Sections 3.1.4,
3.2.6, and 3.2.7, as well as the Community Impact Assessment, Air Quality Technical Study, and
Noise Study Report, are a comprehensive evaluation of the many quality of life issues you
mention in your comment. Additionally, Caltrans and OCTA have modified the build
alternatives to further address some of the quality of life issues voiced by the corridor cities, as
described in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR/EIS.

Comment PC-C36-2

As described in Section 3.2.7, traffic noise is a function of traffic type, volume, and speed.
Generally, noise increases with increased speed and with higher volumes of traffic; however, at
much higher volumes, travel speed decreases (i.e., stop-and-go conditions), so the worst-case
noise levels are experienced when there is an optimum balance between the volume and speed
(LOS C or D). For purposes of determining noise impacts, the worst-case traffic noise occurs
when traffic is operating at LOS C conditions, when traffic is heavy but remains free flowing. As
shown in Appendix N, noise within the general vicinity of your property located at 3920 Wisteria
Street, Seal Beach, CA (R5.1 through 5.18), would generally decrease, stay the same, or increase
by 2 dBA. Your property is approximately 1,600 ft and 30 houses north of the representative
receptors. It is likely any project-related noise increase at your property would be 1-dBA or less,
which is generally imperceptible to the human ear. All noise measurements were taken in
accordance with the Caltrans Noise Protocol. Please see also Common Response — Noise/Noise
Analysis.

MSATS have the greatest potential to affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project.
Although the various alternatives would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is
anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT
emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and
California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see
Common Response — Air Quality and Health Risks.

There would likely be negligible increase in noise and emissions associated with the proposed
project; however, compared to the exiting future condition (described throughout the Draft
EIR/EIS as the future no build), the proposed project would result in decreased emissions and
noise.
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Comment PC-C36-3

Please see Common Response — Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los
Angeles Metro, COG, and the City of Long Beach.

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common
Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.

Comment PC-C36-4

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-C36-5

It is common for transportation projects to have a funding shortfall in the planning phase. The
project is considered a Major Project by FHWA, and a Draft FP must be submitted to FHWA
prior to approval of the Final EIR/EIS. The Draft FP must identify full funding for the project.

Comment PC-C36-6
Please see Common Response — Property Values.

Comment PC-C36-7

There are no detours anticipated for Wisteria Street or within any other residential area in
College Park East. Detours would be located on larger primary arterials that can better handle
larger traffic volumes. College Park East is adjacent to Lampson Avenue, which is a primary
arterial that parallels 1-405/SR 22 and could be utilized as a construction detour for the proposed
project and other future projects within the 1-405 and SR-22 project area.

Comment PC-C36-8
Please see Common Response — Preferred Alternative Selection.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C37

Comment PC-C37-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Freeway widening for the build alternatives would require additional space; therefore, the
existing soundwalls need to be moved outward to make room for the new lane(s). Approximately
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1/2 to 2/3 of the sloped area between the ROW line (i.e., property line) and existing soundwall is
required for the proposed project. Due to space limitations, the final design would be a
combination of slope and retaining wall with the same 10-ft-high soundwall at the shoulder of
the new lane. Future traffic noise levels in this area would be the same or approximately 1-dB
higher with the proposed project in comparison to without the proposed project.

Comment PC-C37-2
Please see Response to Comment PC-C37-1.

Comment PC-C37-3
Please see Response to Comment PC-C37-1.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C38

Comment PC-C38-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Project-related construction and operational air quality effects were analyzed in detail in the
project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Section 3.2.6, project-related emissions
associated with the Preferred Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative.

As described in Section 3.1.6, all of the build alternatives increase capacity and reduce
congestion on the mainline. The increased capacity will draw trips (i.e., cut-through traffic) from
the local arterials back to the freeway due to project-related congestion relief and decreased
travel times.

Section 3.2.6 of the EIR/EIS also addresses exposure to MSATS, including diesel exhaust. Other
MSATs addressed in the analysis included acrolein, benzene, 1,3-butidiene, formaldehyde,
naphthalene, and polycyclic organic matter. The detailed analysis estimated MSAT exposure
based on vehicle speeds and EMFAC2011 emission factors. The build alternatives emissions will
likely be lower than present levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and California’s control
programs, which are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. As such, the community of
Rossmoor would be exposed to less MSAT emissions under the proposed project. Please see
Common Responses —Air Quality and Health Risks.
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Comment PC-C38-2

The air quality analysis was conducted consistent with Caltrans protocols and guidance and
addresses both construction and operational impacts. As discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft
EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would not have any substantial effects on air quality within the
project area. See Common Responses — Air Quality and Health Risks.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C39

Comment PC-C39-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Selection.

Comment PC-C39-2

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-C39-3
Please see Response to Comment PC-C39-2.

Comment PC-C39-4

It is common for transportation projects to have a funding shortfall in the planning phase. The
project is considered a Major Project by FHWA, and a Draft FP must be submitted to FHWA
prior to approval of the Final EIR/EIS. The Draft FP must identify full funding for the project.

Bonding against future Renewed Measure M sales tax receipts is planned for all of the build
alternatives. The additional increment of cost of Alternative 3 compared to Alternative 1 would
be bonded against anticipated toll revenue and not require any additional taxes.

Comment PC-C39-5

The number of lanes resulting from each build alternative varies along the corridor. In the
College Park East neighborhood, Alternatives 1 and 3 would provide 9 lanes in each direction.
Alternative 2 would provide 10 lanes in each direction. Figures 2-1 and 2-2 on pages 2-6 and 2-7
of the Draft EIR/EIS provide a graphic illustration of the number of lanes in each of the build
alternatives along the corridor. With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county
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line, please see Common Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County
Line.

Comment PC-C39-6

With respect to the potential for widening of 1-405 in Los Angeles County, the 2012 RTP
includes Express Lanes on 1-405 north of Orange County, which would presumably entail
widening 1-405 north of the Orange county line by at least one lane in each direction. The
Express Lanes on 1-405 north of the Orange county line is in the portion of the RTP that is
unfunded. The Gateway Cities COG recently released a plan entitled SR-91/1-605/1-405
Congestion Hot Spots, which proposes alternatives that would add one or two lanes in each
direction to 1-405 north of the Orange county line. The project is not funded, and the next step in
the project development process would be preparation of a Project Study Report, which would
identify the funding necessary for the project. The timing of the Project Study Report and the
funding of a project is not certain. Metro is currently studying provision of Express Lanes on
1-405 from 1-605 to LAX.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C40

Comment PC-C40-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Please see Response to Comment PC-B20.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C41

Comment PC-C41-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses —
Preferred Alternative Selection and Opposition to Tolling.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C42

Comment PC-C42-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C43

Comment PC-C43-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Selection.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C44

Comment PC-C44-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Selection.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C45

Comment PC-C45-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Selection.
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Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-C45-2
Please see Response to Comment PC-C45-1 and Common Response — Measure M Funding.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C46

Comment PC-C46-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C47

Comment PC-C47-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Your clients coming from the Los Angeles area on southbound 1-405 could utilize the toll
Express Lane Facility for most of their trip. If they exited the toll Express Lanes between
Magnolia Street/Warner Avenue and Brookhurst Street/Talbert Avenue ingress/egress points,
they would have to drive approximately 2 miles in the GP lanes to the Harbor Boulevard exit.
Although your clients would not be able to exit directly from the tolled Express Lane Facility, it
would offer them trip reliability and travel time savings if they choose to use the proposed toll
Express Lanes.

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response — Replacement of Fairview
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. See also Responses to City of Costa
Mesa Comments GL1-1 through GL-26.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-C48

Comment PC-C48-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C49

Comment PC-C49-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Selection.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C50

Comment PC-C50-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-C50-2

As discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would not have any
substantial effects on air quality within the project area. MSATS have the greatest potential to
affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. Although the various alternatives
would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is anticipated that MSAT exposure,
including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT emissions are likely lower than
existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and California’s control programs that are
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projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see Common Responses — Air Quality and
Health Risks.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C51

Comment PC-C51-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses — Almond Avenue Soundwall and Property
Values.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C52

Comment PC-C52-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-C53

Comment PC-C53-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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